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COLLEGE ENTRANCE EXAMINATION BOARD 

475 Riverside Drive, New York, N.Y. rooi/. University 5-9500 



Jack N. Arbolino 
Exrcutiv; DireHor, 
Council on 

Collie-Level Examinations 




MEHOR/INDUM TO: College Admissions Officers 

SUBJECT: USAFI Candidates and CI£P Scores 



Under special arrangements between the College-level Examination Program and the 
United States Armed Forces Institute 5 the General Examinations of CIEP are avail- 
able for administration to members of the Armed Forces. Through the cooperation 
of USAFI, the College Board has been furnished with score distributions of all 
USAFI candidates who took the complete battery of five General Examinations 
during the period July 1965> - December 1966. A total of U3,S77 candidates were 
tested. We have here> perhaps for the first time 5 some indication of the college- 
level achievement of a substantial number of American adults most of whom have 
not formally attended college. 



We are sharing w5.th you some of the first systematic data about these candidates 
and the CIEP examinations. We feel sure the information will be of great interest 
to you. Appended to this memorandum are three tables that indicate some of the 
data that are now available. Table I shows percentile ranks for the total group 
of USAFI candidates. Table II shows percentile ranks for those USA.FI candidates 
whose highest level of formal education completed was high school twelfth grade. 
Table III shows percentile ranks for those USAFI candidates ^o had had one year 
of college. 

Here are some of the observations based not only on the tables attached but all 
of the data obtained from USAFI. 



b. 



Among candidates tested by USAFI there is evidence of thousands of people 
whose achievement would qualify them for consideration for college credit 
on the basis of recommendations made by the Commission on Accreditation of 
Service Experiences'^ (CASE) of the American Council on Education. CASE 
recommends that credit and advanced standing be awarded to adults > both 
military and civilian^ for scores at or above the 2 ^th percentile of the 
national college norming groups. 

The average USAFI candidate exceeded the score levels recommended by CASE 
for consideration for college credit in three of the five tests^ and in 
the other two 5 for all practical purposes^ equalled the level recommended. 



■^ K)pportunities For Educaiional And Vocational Advancement 5 Bulletin No. 10 
June 1965. Commission on Accreditation of Service Experiences^ American Council 
on Education 5 Washington^ D. C. 
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c. Although the total USAFI candidate group had average scores on each of 
the examinations lower than regularly matriculated students tested at 
the end of their sophomore year in college^ it should be emphasized 
that only 20 out of 100 USAFI candidates have attended college at all. 

d. The data reveal that there were thousands of adults who had not attended 
college whose scores exceeded those of the average college-taught 
sophomores • 

e. The USAFI data substantiates the CIEP premise that educational achieve- 
ment among American adults is substantial and beyond that which might be 
indicated solely on th^ basis of records of formal college attendance. 

For instance > among the approximately UUjOOO candidates tested^ only 
U2CX) claimed completion of formal college work beyond the freshman year. 

As measured by the General Examinations and following standards recom- 
mended by CASE, the number of individuals whose achievement was beyond 
freshman year varies from test to test but ranges from 18 to 2U thousand. 

f. The USAFI data, of course, also show that thousands of candidates were 
not able to demonstrate achievement at the college -level. The Program 
points to this aspect of the results only to indicate that the exam- 
inations are rigorous and do discriminate among candidates and that all 
who take them do not necessarily succeed. 

g. The USAFI data adds to the store of validity information for the General 
Examinations. All other things being equal, one would expect General 
Examinations scores to increase with the amount of formal education 
completed. This was observed with the USAFI data. There is a steac(y 
progression of scores on all tests when mean scores are tabulated ac- 
cording to formal education completed from high school twelfth grade to 
four years of college. In fact, the data suggest, as a rough rule, that 
for the USAFI group four years of college added approximately 100 points 
to General Examinations scores. 

h. USAFE also furnished score data by age of candidate tested. These data 
offer no encouragement to the idea that CIEP General Examinations are 
biased against the older candidate. For two examinations the oldest 
candidate group (those over hO years of age) had the highest mean scores. 
For the remaining examinations, the lowest mean scores were attained by 
candidates of ages somewhere betw3en the youngest and the oldest groups 
tested . 

The College Board will publish these data and make them available. In the mean- 
while, it seemed important to share this information with you. The scores of 
some USAFI candidates have been reported to colleges but this has not happened 
as frequently as it should, therefore, the College Board recommends that 
Admissions Officers ask returning servicemen if they have taken CIEP (or CCT)* 
General Examinations, and further, that the veteran release his scores through 
USAPT. Should any veteran be uncertain as to how to arrange to have USAFI report 
his General Examinations scores he should be instructed to incite to Department 



■JfThe CIEP examinations were formerly called the Comprehensive College Tests. 
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TABLE I 



GENERAL EXAMINATIONS 

Percentile Ranks 

All USAFI Candidates Taking Full Battery - July 196^ - December 1966 
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general examinations 

Percentile Ranks 



USAFI Candidates - Highest Grade Completed - 12th Grade 
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TABLE III 



GEl^RAL EXAMINATIONS 
Percentile Ranks 

USAFI Candidates - Highest Grade Completed - 13th Grade 





Scaled 

Score 


English 

Composition 


Humanities 


Mathematics 


Natural 

Sciences 


Social 
Sciences- 
Hi story 


Scaled 

Score j 


800 




99.9+ 


99.9 


99. 9«- 




800 


780 


99.9+ 


99.9+ 


99.8 


99.8 


99.9^ 


780 i 


760 


99.9* 


99.9+ 


99.7 


99.6 


99.9 


760 1 


7U0 


99.9+ 


99.9+ 


99. U 


99.1 


99.8 


7U0 1 


720 


99.8 


99.9 


99 


99 


99.^ 


720 j 


700 


99.5 


99.7 


98 


98 


99 


700 1 

t 


680 


99 


99. a 


97 


96 


98 


680 ' 


660 


98 


99 


9^ 


9h 


97 


660 i 


61(0 


98 


98 


93 


92 


9^ 


61(0 


620 


96 


97 


90 


88 


93 


620 


600 


9h 


9^ 


8^ 


8U 


90 


600 


^80 


92 


93 


80 


78 


86 


^80 


^60 


88 


90 


7h 


73 


81 


^60 

^ ^ A 


^hO 


8U 


8^ 


67 


66 


7^ 


^hO 1 


^20 


78 


79 


60 


^8 


68 


^20 1 


^00 


72 


72 


^3 


^0 


60 


^00 


U80 


6U 


6h 


hS 


U2 


^0 


U80 


h60 






39 


3U 


U2 


U60 


hho 


U7 


hh 


32 


27 


33 


hhO i 


h20 


38 


3U 


26 


21 


2^ 


U20 \ 


hoo 


30 


23 


19 


1^ 


18 


hoo j 

1 


380 


22 


lU 


13 


10 


11 


380 j 


360 


16 


8 


8 


7 


7 


360 


3h0 


11 


h 


h 


ii 


3 


3U0 


320 

onn 


6 


1 


1 


2 

1 


1 

0.*5 


320 1 

•506— j 


3UU 

280 


3 

2 






A. 

0.1| 




1 

28p^^^^ ^^€3ringliousi 


260 


0.6 










2^ 


2U0 


0.1 










IP APR 14 1969 1 


220 












2|0 i 


200 












^r^on Aduit iiiiiicatioai 


Mean 




U58 


U93 


^02 


U83 


Mean — — — .^j 


Standard 












Standard m 


Deviation 


89 


76 


96 


96 


86 


Deviation 1 


Number 












Number m 


Tested 


U902 


U902 


U902 


U902 


U902 


Tested m 






wmmmm 



wmmm 












wmm 




-1 



The Source of the Data 



A contractual arrangement exists between Educational 
Testing Service (acting on behalf of the Conege Board) and the 
United States Armed Forces Institute (USAFI) for the use of the 
General Examinations of the College-Level Examination Program 
(CLEF). Under this arrangement, ETS furnishes copies of the 
examinations to USAFI. USAn, in turn, arranges for the ad- 
ministration of the examinations, under 

members of the armed forces who wish to take them. U^ra also 
scores the examinations and reports scores at the candidates 
requests to colleges and universities. 

Through the cooperation of USAFI, score distributions 

were obtained for all candidates who took . 

of five General Examinations during the period July 1965 through 
December 1966. Using these data, ETS prepared the tables in 
this report. 

A total of U3,877 candidates were tested. Percentile 
ranks for the total group of candidates are shown in Table I . 
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TABI£ I 

GENERAL E3CAMINATI0NS 
Percentile Ranks 

All USAFI Candidates Tlaking Full Battery - July 1965 - December 1966 
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The Group Tested 



Formal Education Completed s 

Table A shows the distribution of formal education completed for 
the candidates whose test performance is included in this report. 



Educational Level 
(Highest Grade 
Completed) 



Table A 

Number 

of 

Candidates 



Grade 12 


30,368 


13 


li,902 


Ih 


3,009 


19 


966 


16 


239 


Indeterminate 


li,?93 


TOTAL 


1:3,877 



Percent 

of 

Total Group 




100.0 



Percentile ranks tables for OSAFI candidates grouped on the basis of formal 
education completed are shown in Tables II through VII. 

Age Distribution of the Group Tested: 

USABl prepared score distributions for each age where the total 
number of candidates was at least 100. Distributions for aps 17 through 
liO were prepared. In addition a single distributip for all cpdidates 
over age 1»0 was prepared which presents data for 567 individua s. or 
only 259 candidates was it impossible to determine age p 
testing. Percentile ranks tables by age are presented in Tables VIII 

througjh XXXIII. 

Readers will observe that the number of candidates varies by test 
in these tables. This is due to the fact that the candidates pre not re- 
quired to take the full battery of five examinpions p a single siUing. 
For a few candidates there was a minor change in age ptween the 7 

took the first test in the battery and when they completed the full battery, 

The above facts complicate the task of making generalised state- 
ments about the age composition of the total group of candidates. It s 

not possible, for example, to compute a mean p® **’® ®'?“ftl_tht5!*indi 
the TOdal age is 20 years and the median age is 21 years. * * 

cation that the USAFI candidate group consists of young aplts is pe fact 
that the majority of the candidates were between 19 and 27 years of age. 
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